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Remarks 

Claims 1-32 were pending in this application. Claims 1, 15, 19, and 24 have 
been amended, claims 27-31 have been canceled herein without prejudice, claims 4, 10, 14, 
22, and 32 are withdrawn from consideration, and no claims have been added. 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner and her supervisor for extending the 
courtesy of a telephone interview on December 1 1 , 2006 during which the Smirmaul and Anis 
references were discussed. Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in light 
of the above amendments and the following remarks. 

Rejection of Claims 1-3, 5-9, 13, 15-21, and 23-26 
Under 35 U.S.C. 8 1036 ri Over Smi rmaul and Anis 

Claims 1-3, 5-9, 13, 15-21, and 23-26 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 

103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 4,766,897 issued to Smirmaul ("Smirmaul") in 

view of U.S. Patent No. 5,492,528 issued to Anis ("Anis"). In response, independent claims 

1,15, 19, and 24 have been amended to recite that the cutting edge is "substantially immovable 

with respect to the handle, 99 wherein support for this amendment can be found, for example, 

at p. 13, lines 13-30 of the specification and in FIGS. 12a-12b and 16a-16b. 

As recognized by the Examiner, Smirmaul does not disclose or suggest a "head 
portion including a main portion having a first radius and at least one extension portion 
continuous with the main portion and having a second radius different from the first radius" 
or a "head portion including first and second ends having a fixed spacing which define an 
opening therebetween" as claimed by Applicant. Smirmaul also fails to disclose a cutting edge 
that is substantially immovable with respect to the handle, as Smirmaul instead discloses a 
rotatable circular cutting blade (see Smirmaul, col. 2, lines 60-62; FIGS. 1 and 5). Also 
contrary to Applicant's claimed invention, Anis discloses a blade portion 14 including blades 
17A and 17B fastened to shaft 18 wherein "blades 17A and 17B may be moved together for 

insertion of the handpiece 10 into the capsular sack through a relatively small aperture and then 
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permitted to expand outwardly" (see Anis, col. 6, lines 22-64). Therefore, blades 17A and 
17B and their corresponding sharpened edges 22 and 34 are movable with respect to shaft 18, 
and Anis does not disclose or suggest a "cutting edge substantially immovable with respect to 
the handle" as recited by Applicant in independent claims 1, 15, 19, and 24. Accordingly, 
these claims are patentably distinguishable over the combination of Smirmaul and Anis, and 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1,15, 
19, and 24, along with their corresponding dependent claims, under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Rejection of Claim 11 

Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 fal Ov^r Smirmaul 1 Ani s. and Douvas 

Claim 1 1 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smirmaul in view of Anis, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 3,990,453 issued to Douvas 
et al. ("Douvas"). Claim 11 depends from and contains all the limitations of independent 
claim 1 which, for the reasons stated above, is patentably distinguishable over the combination 
of Smirmaul and Anis, either alone or in further combination with Douvas. Therefore, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection. 

Rejection of Claim 12 

Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 (a ) Ov<>r Sm irmaul, Ani s. and Steinert 

Claim 12 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smirmaul in view of Anis, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,45 1 ,230 issued to Steinert 
("Steinert"). Claim 12 depends from and contains all the limitations of claim 1 which, as 
described above, is patentably distinguishable over the combination of Smirmaul and Anis, 
either alone or in further combination with Steinert. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of this rejection is also respectfully requested. 
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Conclusion 



In summary, Applicant believes that the claims meet all formal and substantive 



requirements and that the case is in appropriate condition for allowance. Accordingly, such 
action is respectfully requested. If a telephone conference would expedite allowance of the 
case or resolve any further questions, such a call is invited at the Examiner's convenience. 

Please charge any fees or credit any overpayments as a result of the filing of this 
paper to our Deposit Account No. 02-3978. 



Date: December 11, 2006 

BROOKS KUSHMAN P.C. 

1000 Town Center, 22nd Floor 
Southfield, MI 48075-1238 
Phone: 248-358-4400 
Fax: 248-358-3351 



Respectfully submitted, 



MAYA EIBSCHITZ-TSIMHONI 




Reg. No. 43,773 

Attorney/ Agent for Applicant 
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